'AGE 


1 


1992 GEO RESTRUCTURING 

DISTRIBUTION OF 1992 MARKETS ACROSS 1991 MARKETS 
FOCEXEC: (BBR1105) RUNDATE: 11/06/91 


1992 

1KT NAME 

ALL 

STORES 

I AO BANGOR 

2069 

*TOTAL NEWMKT 1A0 

2069 

1 BO BOSTON 

5899 

*T0TAL NEWMKT 1BO 

5899 

ICO HARTFORD 

3029 

*TOTAL NEWMKT ICO 

3029 

IDO RHODE ISLAND 

1700 

*TOTAL NEWMKT IDO 

1700 

ICO ALBANY 

2619 

♦fTOTAL NEWMKT 1E0 

2619 

1F 0 SYRACUSE 

1894 

*TOTAL NEWMKT 1F0 

1894 

1G0 BUFFALO 

2508 


*TOTAL NEWMKT 1G0 2508 

3Tit<t8T090?. 


CURR 

MKT 

NAME 

STORES 

% 

1 AO 

PORTLAND-M 

1,804 

87.2 

1B2 

MANCHESTER 

265 

12.8 



2,069 

100.0 

ICO 

BOSTON - M 

4,023 

68.2 

1B2 

MANCHESTER 

1,092 

18.5 

IDO 

WESTERN, M 

678 

11.5 



5,793 

98.2 

1F0 

HARTFORD 

2,154 

71.1 

IDO 

WESTERN, M 

794 

26.2 

113 

FAIRF1 ELD 

78 

2.6 



3,026 

99.9 

1EO 

RHODE ISLA 

1,051 

61,8 

ICO 

BOSTON - M 

649 

38.2 



1 ,700 

100.0 

1G0 

ALBANY 

1,700 

64.9 

1B1 

BURL 1NGTON 

899 

34.3 

1K0 

SYRACUSE-U 

15 

.6 



2,614 

99.8 

1 KO 

SYRACUSE-U 

1,440 

76.0 

2B0 

SCRANTON 

331 

17.5 

1J0 

ROCHESTER 

91 

4.8 



1,862 

98.3 

1 HO 

BUFFALO 

1,282 

51.1 

1 JO 

ROCHESTER 

659 

26.3 

2H2 

ERIE SUB-M 

373 

14.9 



2,314 

92.3 


Appendix D 


Source: https://www.industrydocuments.ucsf.edu/docs/skcy0004 




’AGE 


2 


1992 GEO RESTRUCTURING 

DISTRIBUTION OF 1992 MARKETS ACROSS 1991 MARKETS 
FOCEXEC: (BBR1105) RUNDATE: 11/06/91 


1992 

ALL 

CURR 




IKT NAME 

STORES 

MKT 

NAME 

STORES 

X 

_ _- 


--- - 

— 


“ 

1 HO NEW YORK 

17637 

1 1 1 

NEW YORK 

11,746 

66.6 



1 12 

NORTH JERS 

4,635 

26.3 



113 

FAIRFIELD 

700 

4.0 

*TOTAL NEWMKT 1H0 

17637 



17,081 

96.8 

110 PHILADELPHIA 

4969 

2A1 

PHILADELPH 

3 ,250 

65-4 



2 A2 

SOUTH JERS 

1 ,460 

29.4 



2G1 

BALTIMORE 

131 

2.6 

♦TOTAL NEWMKT 110 

4969 



4,841 

97.4 

1J0 HARRISBURG 

2999 

2B0 

SCRANTON 

1,211 

40.4 



2C3 

HARRISBURG 

909 

30.3 



2 GO 

JOHNSTOWN 

641 

21 .4 

♦TOTAL NEWMKT 1J0 

2999 



2,761 

92.1 

MO BALTIMORE 

2914 

2C1 

BALTIMORE 

2,062 

82.0 



2C2 

WASHINGTON 

239 

9.5 



2A1 

PHILADELPH 

213 

8.5 

♦TOTAL NEWMKT 2A0 

2514 



2,514 

100.0 

2B0 WASHINGTON 

3748 

2C2 

WASHINGTON 

2,999 

80.0 



2G0 

JOHNSTOWN 

195 

5.2 



2C1 

BALTIMORE 

183 

4.9 

♦TOTAL NEWMKT 2B0 

3748 



3,377 

90.1 

2C0 RICHMOND 

4323 

2F0 

ROANOKE 

1,441 

33.3 



2D0 

TIDEWATER 

1,335 

30.9 



2E0 

RICHMOND 

1 ,230 

28.5 

♦TOTAL NEWMKT 2C0 

4323 



4,006 

92.7 

2D0 RALEIGH/DURHAM 

2890 

3A1 

RALEIGH/DU 

1,593 

55.1 



3A2 

DURHAM SUB 

893 

30.9 



3B0 

WINSTON/SA 

221 

7.6 

♦TOTAL NEWMKT 200 

2890 



2,707 

93.7 

2E0 CHARLOTTE 

3968 

3E0 

CHARLOTTE 

1,997 

50.3 



3 BO 

WINSTON/SA 

1,789 

45.1 



3C1 

GREENVILLE 

122 

3.1 


AT4Z810902 


Source: https://www.industrydocuments.ucsf.edu/docs/skcy0004 




‘AGE 


3 


1992 GEO RESTRUCTURING 

DISTRIBUTION OF 1992 MARKETS ACROSS 1991 MARKETS 
FOCEXEC: (BBR1105) RUNBATE: 11/06/91 


1992 

ALL 

CURR 



% 

4KT NAME 

STORES 

MKT 

NAME 

STORES 







TOTAL NEWMKT 2E0 

3966 



3,900 

98.5 

TFO COLUMBIA 

2878 

3F0 

COLUMBIA S 

1 ,083 

37.6 


3D0 

CHARLESTON 

779 

27,1 



3A2 

DURHAM SUB 

413 

14.4 

TOTAL NEWMKT 2F0 

2878 



2,275 

79.0 

2GO GREENVILLE 

2024 

3C1 

GREENVILLE 

1 ,207 

59.6 


3C2 

ASHEVILLE 

675 

33.3 



3G0 

ATLANTA 

102 

5.0 

TOT AL NEWMKT 2G0 

2024 



1,984 

98.0 

2H0 KNOXVILLE 

3299 

300 

KNOXVILLE 

1 ,603 

48.6 


3N0 

CHATTANOOG 

678 

20.6 



2F0 

ROANOKE 

429 

13.0 

TOTAL NEWMKT 2H0 

3295 



2,710 

82.2 

210 NASHVILLE 

2368 

3P0 

NASHVILLE 

2,132 

90.0 


4C3 

LEXINGTON 

103 

4.3 



3N0 

CHATTANOOG 

76 

3.2 

TOTAL NEWMKT 2 10 

2368 



2,311 

97.6 

2JO ATLANTA 

4326 

3 GO 

ATLANTA 

4,162 

96.2 



3H1 

COLUMBUS 

161 

3.7 



3 JO 

JACKSONVIL 

2 

.0 

TOTAL NEWMKT 2J0 

4326 



4,325 

100.0 

2K0 BIRMINGHAM 

3209 

3Q0 

B IRM 1 NG1IAM 

3,111 

96.9 


3R0 

MONTGOMERY 

98 

3.1 

TOTAL NEWMKT 2K0 

3209 



3,209 

100.0 

2L0 SAVANNAH 

2000 

3 GO 

ATLANTA 

624 

31.2 


3H1 

COLUMBUS 

536 

26.8 

, 


310 

SAVANNAH 

516 

25.8 

TOTAL NEWMKT 2L0 

2000 



1,676 

83.8 

2M0 JACKSONVILLE 

2902 

3 JO 

JACKSONVIL 

2,025 

69.8 


3H2 

ALBANY GA. 

796 

27.4 




Source: https://www.industrydocuments.ucsf.edu/docs/skcy0004 




'AGE 


4 


1992 GEO RESTRUCTURING 

DISTRIBUTION OF 1992 MARKETS ACROSS 1991 MARKETS 
FOCEXEC: (BBR1105) RUNDATE; 11/06/91 


1992 ALL 

•1KT NAME STORES 

•>M0 JACKSONVILLE 2902 

TOTAL NEWMKT 2M0 2902 

1N0 PENSACOLA 2776 

"TOTAL NEWMKT 2N0 2776 

200 ORLANDO 3621 

*TOTAL NEWMKT 200 3621 

2P0 TAMPA 3790 

"TOTAL NEWMKT 2P0 3790 

2Q0 MIAMI 2487 

TOTAL NEWMKT 2Q0 2487 

3A0 ST. LOUIS 2312 

TOTAL NEWMKT 3A0 2312 

3BO SPRINGFIELD 1389 

TOTAL NEWMKT 3B0 1389 

3C0 PADUCAH 1131 

TOTAL NEWMKT 3C0 1131 




CURR 




MKT 

NAME 

STORES 

% 

3L0 

ORLANDO-DA 

73 

2.5 



2,894 

99.7 

3S0 

MOBILE-PEN 

1 ,519 

54.7 

3R0 

MONTGOMERY 

1,126 

40.6 

3Q0 

B1RM1NGHAM 

65 

2.3 



2,710 

97.6 

3L0 

ORLANDO-DA 

2,491 

68.8 

3K0 

MIAMI 

1,070 

29.5 

3 JO 

JACKSONVIL 

56 

1.5 



3,617 

99.9 

3M0 

TAMPA - ST 

3,572 

94.2 

3L0 

ORLANDO-DA 

193 

5.1 

3K0 

MIAMI 

24 

.6 



3,789 

100.0 

3K0 

MIAMI 

2,486 

100.0 

3 JO 

JACKSONVIL 

1 

.0 



2,487 

100.0 

5C0 

ST LOUIS 

2,279 

98.6 

4H0 

PEORIA-DEC 

31 

1.3 

4G0 

CHICAGO 

2 

. 1 



2,312 

100.0 

5C0 

ST LOUIS 

623 

44.9 

6B0 

KANSAS CIT 

529 

38.1 

4H0 

PEORIA-DEC 

138 

9.9 



1,290 

92.9 

SCO 

ST LOUIS 

955 

84.4 

5D0 

LITTLE ROC 

94 

8.3 

5 AO 

MEMPHIS 

77 

6.8 



1,126 

99.6 


Source: https://www.industrydocuments.ucsf.edu/docs/skcy0004 




•AGE 


5 


1992 GEO RESTRUCTURING 

DISTRIBUTION OF 1992 MARKETS ACROSS 1991 MARKETS 
FOCEXEC: (BBR1105) RUNDATE: 11/06/91 


1992 

ALL 

ClIRR 




•1KT NAME 

STORES 

MKT 

NAME 

STORES 

% 

-_ 


- - 

- “ “ “ 


“ 

IDO MEMPHIS 

2685 

5A0 

MEMPHIS 

2,330 

86.8 



5B0 

JACKSON, M 

332 

12.4 



5C0 

ST LOUIS 

22 

.8 

“TOTAL NEWMKT 3D0 

2685 



2,684 

100.0 

IE0 JACKSON 

2281 

5B0 

JACKSON, M 

1,391 

61 .0 



5E1 

MONROE 

403 

17.7 



5E2 

BATON ROUG 

349 

15.3 

* TOTAL NEWMKT 3E0 

2281 



2,143 

93.9 

5F0 LITTLE ROCK 

2343 

5D0 

LITTLE ROC 

1 ,200 

51.2 



5G0 

SHREVEPORT 

1 ,060 

45.2 



5J0 

HOUSTON 

44 

1.9 

“TOTAL NEWMKT 3F0 

2343 



2,304 

98.3 

3GO NEW ORLEANS 

2573 

5E1 

NEW ORLEAN 

1,878 

73.0 



5F2 

BATON ROUG 

597 

23 .2 



580 

JACKSON, M 

91 

3.5 

“TOTAL NEWMKT 3G0 

2573 



2,566 

99.7 

3H0 LAKE CHARLES 

950 

5F2 

BATON ROUG 

535 

56.3 



5E2 

LAKE CHARL 

413 

43.5 



5F1 

NEW ORLEAN 

2 

.2 

“TOTAL NEWMKT 3H0 

950 



950 

100.0 

310 DES MOINES 

1949 

6A0 

DES MOINES 

T ,604 

82.3 



410 

QUAD CITIE 

316 

16.2 



600 

OMAHA - LI 

28 

1.4 

“TOTAL NEWMKT 310 

1949 



1 ,948 

99.9 

3JO OMAHA 

1911 

6D0 

OMAHA - LI 

1,826 

95.6 



6A0 

DES MOINES 

85 

4.4 

“TOTAL NEWMKT 3JO 

1911 



1,911 

100.0 

3K0 KANSAS CITY 

2071 

6B0 

KANSAS CIT 

2,052 

99.1 



6CO 

WICHITA-SA 

19 

.9 

“TOTAL NEWMKT 3K0 

2071 



2,071 

100.0 


02&48T0902 


Source: https://www.industrydocuments.ucsf.edu/docs/skcy0004 




’AGE 


6 


1992 GEO RESTRUCTURING 

DISTRIBUTION OF 1992 MARKETS ACROSS 1991 MARKETS 
FOCEXEC: (B6R1105) RUNDATE: 11/06/91 


1992 

ALL 

CURR 



% 

MKT NAME 

STORES 

MKT 

NAME 

STORES 

3L0 TULSA 

2500 

5N0 

TULSA 

1,320 

52.8 


5D0 

LITTLE ROC 

403 

16. 1 



5M0 

OKLAHOMA C 

294 

11.8 

"TOTAL NEWMKT 3L0 

2500 



2,017 

80.7 

3M0 OKLAHOMA CITY 

3172 

5M0 

OKLAHOMA C 

1,710 

53.9 


6C0 

WICHITA-SA 

943 

29.7 



5K0 

LUBBOCK 

375 

11.8 

"TOTAL NEWMKT 3M0 

3172 



3,028 

95.5 

3N0 DALLAS/FT WORTH 

4830 

510 

DALLAS-FT 

4,616 

95.6 


5J0 

HOUSTON 

187 

3.9 



5G0 

SHREVEPORT 

25 

.5 

•"TOTAL NEWMKT 3N0 

4830 



4,828 

100.0 

300 MIDLAND 

1663 

510 

DALLAS-FT 

540 

32.5 


7A0 

EL PASO, T 

487 

29.3 



5X0 

LUBBOCK 

435 

26.2 

"■TOTAL NEWMKT 300 

1663 



1,462 

87.9 

3P0 ALBUQUERQUE 

1373 

7 AO 

EL PASO, T 

749 

54.6 


7B0 

ALBUQUERQU 

624 

45.4 

"TOTAL NEWMKT 3P0 

1373 



1,373 

100.0 

i. 3Q0 HOUSTON 

4579 

5J0 

HOUSTON 

4,471 

97.6 


5U0 

CORPUS CHR 

105 

2.3 



510 

DALLAS-FT 

2 

.0 

"TOTAL NEWMKT 3Q0 

4579 



4,578 

100.0 

. 3R0 WACO/TEMPLE 

1673 

5L2 

AUSTIN SUB 

1,205 

72.0 


510 

DALLAS-FT 

308 

18.4 



5J0 

HOUSTON 

159 

9.5 

"TOTAL NEWMKT 3R0 

1673 



1 ,672 

99.9 

3S0 SAN ANTONIO 

2619 

5L1 

SAN ANTONI 

1,274 

48.6 


5 HO 

CORPUS CHR 

1,232 

47.0 



5L2 

AUSTIN SUB 

97 

3.7 

"TOTAL NEWMKT 3S0 

2619 



2,603 

99.4 


xzummwz 


Source: https://www.industrydocuments.ucsf.edu/docs/skcy0004 




’AGE 7 


1992 GEO RESTRUCTURING 

DISTRIBUTION OF 1992 MARKETS ACROSS 1991 MARKETS 
FOCEXEC: (BBR1105) RUNDATE: 11/06/91 


1992 

ALL 

CURR 



% 

MKT NAME 

STORES 

MKT 

NAME 

STORES 

RAO PITTSBURGH 

3106 

2H1 

P1TTSBURGH 

2,318 

74.6 



2K0 

CLEVELAND- 

607 

19.5 



2G0 

JOHNSTOWN 

143 

4.6 

*TOTAL NEWMKT 4A0 

3106 



3,068 

98.8 

4B0 CLEVELAND 

3596 

2K0 

CLEVELAND- 

3,526 

98.1 



2N0 

TOLEDO 

31 

.9 



2H1 

PITTSBURGH 

21 

.6 

"•TOTAL NEWMKT 4BO 

3596 



3 ,578 

99.5 

4CO COLUMBUS 

2370 

2L0 

COLUMBUS 

1,764 

74.4 



2H1 

P1TTSBURGH 

312 

13.2 



210 

HUNTINGTON 

253 

10.7 

"TOTAL NEWMKT 4C0 

2370 



2,329 

98.3 

l|D0 CINCINNATI 

3009 

2 JO 

CINCINNATI 

1,831 

60.9 


2M0 

DAYTON 

919 

30.5 



2L0 

COLUMBUS 

103 

3.4 

'ITOTAL NEWMKT 4D0 

3009 



2,853 

94.8 

4EO SAGINAW 

2403 

4F0 

FLINT - SA 

1 ,256 

52.3 



4E0 

GRAND RAP 1 

810 

33.7 



4K0 

GREEN BAY 

293 

12.2 

"TOTAL NEWMKT 4EO 

2403 



2,359 

98.2 

4FO DETROIT 

4773 

4D2 

PONTIAC 

2,060 

43.2 



4D3 

DETRO1T 

2,021 

42.3 



4D1 

ANN ARBOR 

567 

11.9 

"TOTAL NEWMKT 4F0 

4773 



4,648 

97.4 

4GO GRAND RAPIDS 

2344 

4E0 

GRAND RAPI 

1,713 

73.1 



4F0 

FLINT - SA 

541 

23.1 



4D1 

ANN ARBOR 

88 

3.8 

"TOTAL NEWMKT 4GO 

2344 



2,342 

99.9 

4HO TOLEDO 

2071 

4A0 

FT WAYNE-S 

1 ,047 

50.6 



2N0 

TOLEDO 

913 

44.1 



4B0 

IND 1 ANAPOL 

62 

3.0 


«5«£81090S 


Source: https://www.industrydocuments.ucsf.edu/docs/skcy0004 




’AGE 


8 


1992 GEO RESTRUCTURING 

DISTRIBUTION OF 1992 MARKETS ACROSS 1991 MARKETS 
FOCEXEC: (BBR1105) RUNDATE: 11/06/91 


1992 ALL 

1KT NAME STORES 

’‘TOT AL NEW MKT 4H0 2071 

110 INDIANAPOLIS 2470 

“TOTAL NEWMKT 410 2470 

4 JO LOUISVILLE 1968 

'‘TOTAL NEWMKT 4J0 1968 

4K0 LEXINGTON 2166 

“TOTAL NEWMKT 4K0 2166 

IlLO CHICAGO 6187 

“TOTAL NEWMKT 4L0 6187 

4MO PEORIA 1821 

“TOTAL NEWMKT.4M0 1821 

4NO GREEN BAY 1510 

“TOTAL NEWMKT 4N0 1510 

400 MINNEAPOLIS 3445 

“TOTAL NEWMKT 400 3445 

4P0 SIOUX FALLS 1387 


CURR 


MKT 

NAME 

STORES 

% 



2,022 

97.6 

480 

1 NO 1ANAPOL 

2,160 

87.4 

2J0 

CINCINNATI 

72 

2.9 

4A0 

FT WAYNE-S 

72 

2.9 



2,304 

93.3 

4C1 

LOUISVILLE 

1,104 

56.1 

4C2 

EVANSVILLE 

524 

26.6 

4C3 

LEXINGTON 

123 

6.3 



1,751 

89.0 

210 

HUNTINGTON 

1,154 

53.3 

4C3 

LEXINGTON 

1,012 

46.7 



2,166 

100.0 

4G0 

CHICAGO 

5,866 

94.8 

4H0 

PEORIA-DEC 

176 

2.8 

4A0 

FT WAYNE-S 

139 

2.2 



6,181 

99.9 

4 HO 

PEORIA-DEC 

1,163 

63.9 

4G0 

CHICAGO 

373 

20.5 

410 

QUAD CITIE 

220 

12.1 



1,756 

96.4 

4K0 

GREEN BAY 

1,030 

68.2 

4L0 

MINNESOTA 

378 

25.0 

4J0 

MILWAUKEE 

102 

6.8 



1,510 

100.0 

4L0 

MINNESOTA 

3,303 

95.9 

4J0 

MILWAUKEE 

141 

4.1 

4K0 

GREEN BAY 

1 

.0 



3,445 

100.0 

4M0 

DAKOTA 

1,205 

86.9 

4L0 

MINNESOTA 

182 

13.1 


Cat48T090g 


Source: https://www.industrydocuments.ucsf.edu/docs/skcy0004 




’AGE 


9 


1992 GEO RESTRUCTURING 

DISTRIBUTION OF 1992 MARKETS ACROSS 1991 MARKETS 
FOCEXEC: (BBR1105) RUNDATE: 11/06/91 


1992 

ALL 

CURR 



% 

1KT NAME 

STORES 

MKT 

NAME 

STORES 

- — — —• ^ 


_ _ _ _ 




"TOTAL NEWMKT 4P0 

1367 



1,387 

100.0 

IQO MILWAUKEE 

2032 

4 JO 

MILWAUKEE 

2,017 

99.3 


4K0 

GREEN BAY 

10 

.5 



4L0 

MINNESOTA 

5 

.2 

"■TOTAL NEWMKT 4Q0 

2032 



2,032 

100.0 

5A0 ALASKA 

344 

6K0 

ALASKA 

344 

100.0 

"TOTAL NEWMKT 5A0 

344 



344 

100.0 

5B0 SPOKANE 

2278 

6 JO 

SPOKANE 

781 

34.3 


6F2 

SOUTHERN 1 

692 

30.4 



6GO 

BIG SKY 

634 

27.8 

"TOTAL NEWMKT 5B0 

2278 



2,107 

92.5 

5CO SEATTLE 

2587 

6 10 

SEATTLE 

2,527 

97.7 


6H0 

PORTLAND 0 

59 

2.3 



6 JO 

SPOKANE 

1 

.0 

"TOTAL NEWMKT 5C0 

2587 



2,587 

100.0 

5DO PORTLAND 

2229 

6 HO 

PORTLAND 0 

2,220 

99.6 


6 JO 

SPOKANE 

5 

.2 



6F2 

SOUTHERN 1 

4 

.2 

"TOTAL NEWMKT 5DO 

2229 



2,229 

100.0 

5E0 DENVER 

2779 

6E0 

DENVER 

2,480 

69.2 


6G0 

BIG SKY 

299 

10.8 

"TOTAL NEWMKT 5E0 

2779 



2,779 

100.0 

5FO SALT LAKE 

1615 

6F1 

SALT LAKE 

998 

61.8 


7E2 

LAS VEGAS 

614 

38.0 



7F0 

SACRAMENTO 

3 

.2 

"TOTAL NEWMKT 5FO 

1615 



1,615 

100.0 

5G0 PHOENIX 

2674 

7 CO 

ARIZONA 

2,666 

99.7 


780 

ALBUqUERQU 

8 

.3 

"TOTAL NEWMKT 5GO 

2674 



2,674 

100.0 


tat£8T090Z 


Source: https://www.industrydocuments.ucsf.edu/docs/skcy0004 




AGE 


10 


1992 GEO RESTRUCTUR I NG 

DISTRIBUTION OF 1992 MARKETS ACROSS 1991 MARKETS 
FOCEXEC: (BBR1105) RUNDATE: 11/06/91 


1992 

ALL 

CURR 



% 

•1KT NAME 

STORES 

MKT 

NAME 

STORES 

>110 SACRAMENTO 

2692 

7F0 

SACRAMENTO 

2,637 

98.0 



7HO 

SAN FRANC 1 

23 

,9 



7D0 

FRESNO 

14 

.5 

♦TOTAL NEWMKT 5H0 

2692 



2,674 

99.3 

>10 SAN FRANCISCO 

4815 

7H0 

SAN FRANC 1 

4,449 

92.4 



7F0 

SACRAMENTO 

200 

4.2 



7E1 

LOS ANGELE 

160 

3.3 

♦TOTAL NEWMKT 510 

9815 



4,809 

99.9 

5JO FRESNO 

1659 

700 

FRESNO 

1,106 

66.7 



7E1 

LOS ANGELE 

525 

31.6 



7F0 

SACRAMENTO 

27 

1 .6 

•♦TOTAL NEWMKT 5J0 

1659 



1,658 

99-9 

6K0 HAWAII 

816 

710 

HAWA11 

818 

100.0 

•♦TOTAL NEWMKT 5K0 

818 



816 

100.0 

5L0 LOS ANCELES 

9940 

7E1 

LOS ANGELE 

9,299 

98.5 



7 GO 

SAN DIEGO 

99 

1.0 



7F0 

SACRAMENTO 

26 

.3 

•♦TOTAL NEWMKT 5L0 

9440 



9,424 

99.8 

5M0 SAN DIEGO 

2506 

7G0 

SAN DIECO 

1 ,719 

68.6 



7E1 

LOS ANGELE 

786 

31 .4 



7H0 

SAN FRANCI 

1 

.0 

•♦TOTAL NEWMKT 5M0 

2506 



2,506 

100.0 

TOTAL 

2257H 



219,408 



S2i&8T090J; 


Source: https://www.industrydocuments.ucsf.edu/docs/skcy0004 




